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On 11 
BRIDGE 
EXPLANATOUY _11Efi0RAN'DUM 
October 1909 the European Parliament in its second reading of the 
proposal CCOMC80)806) adopted two amendments to the Common 
Position. 
Pursuant to Art. 149 2d of the EEC Treaty. the Commission takes as a 
basis for its re-examined proposal the Common Position with one 
exception: the Commission modifies the text of the Common Position by 
taking into account the substance of parliamentary amendment n° 2 
concerning deliberate release. 
In countries where no regulations or guidelines governing deliberate 
release currently exist. the Commission believes that it is necessary in 
the implementation of the prog~amme to place responsibility upon project 
proposers and to have an active involvement of national authorities in 
order to ensure safety. Therefore. the Commission modifies the third 
paragraph of the implementation section of Action I in Annex I of the 
Common Position by requiring that project proposers. planning to ini-
tiate release experiments, "obtain the r..,ritten consent" of the 
competent authorities and not "ascertain that there is no objection". 
This modification falls in line with terminology agreed in pending 
.deliberate release legislation proposed by the Commission CCOHC88)160 
final). 
Comment of the Commission on the amendment of Parliament not accepted by 
the Commission 
As regards the first part of amendment n° 1, ~hilst the Commission has 
undert~en to include in all future specific RDT programme proposals a 
provision concerning the relationship bet~een the tenn "amount deemed 
necessary"u the budgetary procedure and the interinstitutional agreement 
on budgetary discipline· it.· considers untimely the introduction of any 
such provision for proposals already submitted as this could delay ~he 
adoption of the programmes concerned~ 
The Commission cannot accept the second part of amendment n° 1 because 
the amounts to be allocated to different research areas are to be deci-
ded by the budgetary authority and not by the legislature. Dependent 
upon the availability of budgetary means, the Commission intends to 
commit at least 3 HECU to the third paragraph of the implementation 
section of Action II. 
~. The text of the re-examined proposal is to be found at Annex I. The 
text of the amendment of Parliacnent. which is not accepted by the 
Commission. is to be found at Annex II. 
ANNEX 1 
The Commission modifies the Common Position (Annex 1, 
Action I, Implementation, third paragraph) as follows: 
... I •.. 
Participants in a project conducted as a shared-cost action 
may be industrial enterprises, including small and medium 
enterprises, research institutions, univer~ties or combina-
tions of them, established in the Comm nity or in those 
European third countries which have oncluded framework 
agreements in scientific and technical 
Community. Pending the implementation 
a-operation with the 
f the provisions of a 
possible Council Directive on delib ate release into the 
environment of genetically modifie organisms, proposals 
selected will have to conform, in the country where the 
release experiment is to take to relevant safety 
regulations _or guidelines; 
regulations or guidelines 
proposers planning to 
obtain the written consent fro 
concerned. 
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countries where no such 
project 
experiments will 
the competent authorities 
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The Commission modifies the Common Position (Annex 1, Action 1, Implementation, third 
paragraph) as follows: 
'Participants in a projep conducted as a shared-cost action may b~ industrial enterprises, 
including small and medium enterprises, research institutions, universities or· combinations· 
of them, established in the Community or in those European third countries which have 
concluded framework agreements in scientific and technical cooperation with the 
. Community. Pending the implementation of the provisions of a possible Council Directive 
on deliberate release into the environment of genetically modified organisms, proposals 
selected will have to conform, in the country where ~e release experiment is to take place, 
to relevant safety regulations or guidelines; in those countries where no such regulations 
or guidelines have been developed, the project proposers planning to initiate release 
experiments will obtain the written consent from the competent authorities concerned.' 
·, I , 
· Amendment No 1 of the European Parliament 
~icle 2, third and fourth paragraphs 
.'Each year, in the context of the .annual budgetary· procedure, the Commission shall 
propose to the budgetary authority that . these appropriations be entered for the 
programme on the basis of the real needs of the reference financial year and the ~ancial 
estimates as featured in the lnter~lnstitutional Agreement. · 
A minimum of 5 0/o of the total· BRIDGE budget shall ~, allo~ted to parall~l -resea.rch 
projects in the form of social-sciences research into the possible effects of the generic 
technologies and techniques to be supported under the BRIDGE 'programme. The social~ 
sciences research shall be a separate subprogr:amme within the BRIDGE programme with 
its own_ budget of not Jess than ECU 5 million.' · · ·' · :, , · 
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